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LETTER 


Doctor MATHER. 4) 


Occoſuened by bis diſingenuous Reflexions upon 
a certain Pamphlet, entitled, 


SALVATION FOR ALL MEN. 


By One who wiſhes well to Him 


in common Wi th Man hind. 
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Will you ſpeak wickedly for God? and talk deceitfully for him. 


Jos. 


I withſtood him to the face, becauſe ho was to be blamed 
Pur. 


i aN 
Printed and fold by T. and J. FLEET at the 
Birr and HEART in Corubill, 1782. 
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A Letter to Dr. MA THER. 


Rev. Sir, 


HEN I heard you intended to appear in public, 
and attack a certain pamphlet, entitled Salvation 
for All Men, 1 expected you would offer the world 
ſome harmleſs performance, which, while it #attered 
our own friends, would give offence to no individual, 

knew you had no talents for controverſy : and that 
you would leave the point in diſpute where you found 
it, However, | thought you was a perſon of benevo- 
lence and good manners; and that nothing would tempt 
you to offend againſt the laws of decency and Chriſtian 
candour, Having ſtudied ſo long in the ſchool of Chriſt, 
I cook it for granted, you underſtood the genius of his 
religion; and having been, for ſo many years, converſant 


with mankind, that you knew, others might differ from 


you in ſentiment without being either &naves or fcols. 
In the ſimplicity of my heart, I formed this idea of 
Dr. Mather. 

Bur, Sir, I have miſtaken your character. Your late 
publication has undeceived me. And it has led many 
others to renounce thoſe favourable ſentiments they 
were difpoſed to entertain, both of your underſtanding, 
and your heart. The /o2w.arts you there employ, in 
order to promote your own cauſe; the unprovekted abuje 
you heap upon a perſon, who has an equal right with 
yourſelf to publiſh his opiniogs; your bung ling aflectation 
of wit, and /ly inſinuations, prove you to be as unfair 


and z/{tberal, as you are wnpolite, Whatever you may 


thick 
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think of it, that performance will neither advance your 


fame in the republic of letters. or the church of Chriſt. 


My intention therefore, in the following addreſs, is 
to reprove you for your unchriſlian behaviour. Had 
you offered your ſentiments to the public with mo4eſty 
and candour, had you oppoſed the doctrine of Univer/al 
Salvation in a ſerious, rational manner, you would never 
have heard from me in this ſtrain. I have no diſpo— 
ſuion to quarrel with 2 perſon for rejectiug my opinions. 
Though firmly perſuaded that A men will be finally 
happy, yet I can bear with thoſe who think otherwiſe; 
J can both honour aad love them; and, notwithſtanding 
our difference of ſentiment, can ſpeak well of their abi- 


lities, and contend for their character. Bat you, Sir, 


ſeem to imagine every man muſt be either an © inſidi- 
aus knave, or tupid fol, who cannot ſubſcribe to all 
your peculiar notions. And you think it is no injary 
to exhibit him as ſuch a character, to the public, if he 
perſiſts in his own opinions, and has the confidence io 


declare them to the world, 


But, thank God, thoſe glorious times df ipnorance 
are over, when a bold offertion would paſs for argument. 


The ſtubboro reaſon of men, though long tamed by 


prie/ily dog mat. begins now to exert iifelf, And ſerious 
perſons will think for themſelves, whatever reproach it 


may bring upon them. Had you conſilered this, 


you would not have offered the world ſuch a ſtrange 
performance. You would have left the diſpute to other 
perſons. Or, at leaſt, yon would have treated your op- 


' ponents with more generofity and candour. 


As 1 hinted before, this Letter is deſigned for your 
reproof. Not becauſe you have nndertaken to rein.e 
an ©, mfidious pamphlet, but becauſe you hare acteo 
out of character. Becauſe you have thrown off the 
modeſty. 
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A Letter to Dr. Mather. 3 


modeſty of a fair diſputanr, and the charity of a Chriſtian. 


1 ſhall not therefore undertake to anſwer your argu- 
ments (or rather the arguments of thoſe ancient writers 
you have quoted) but ſhall very briefly point out your 
difingenuity. Aud as the public have been witneſſes of 
your offence, it is very proper they ſhould be ſpectatote 
of the reproof you have incurred. 

And firſt, Sir, how could you pretend to argue the 
endle/s puniſhment of the wicked, from the application 
of the Hebrew word gnalam or the Greek word atonios, 
when you have repetedly ſaid, in private converſation, 
it could be inferred from neither? That you have ex- 


preſſed yourſelf after this manner, there are many who 


well remember, and are ready to point out the time and 
place, if you deſire it. A miniſter ought not to have 


one ſet of opinions for the cloſer, and another for the 


public view. What he afferts among his friends, he 


ought to maintain openly, or, at leaſt, he ought not to 
contradict, while there are any alive to detect his indif- 
cretion. I muſt therefore expreſs my great ſurprize at 


your anſwer to Mr. Scott—that rhe * adjeftive aionio- 
generally fignified everlaſting, and that you could not 
recolle& any place where it had a different ſgnification.” 
And I mult think, you have treated au opponent very 
unfairly, to offer him arguments, which you &now have 


no force in them, and which you have rejected ip pri- 


vate converſation, . What I affert at one time, I hope 
] ſhall have fortitude to maintain at another. And for 
the poor renown of being popular, I pray God, I may 
never yiolate the real ſentiments of my heart. This 
inſtance of unfarrne/5, I thought proper to mention, in 
the firſt place, as it will convince the world I have not 
made an uoprovoked attack upon your iogenuicy, nor 
ealled your modeſty in queſtion without juſt war Ae 


But 
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But to take a more particular view of your per- 
formance. I greatly object to the liberty you have 
taken with the advocate for Univer/al Salvation, and 
the ſtigma you have endeavoured to fix upon his work, 
by ſtyling it “ inſidious. * Infidious “ did you ever 
. conſider the true import of that term? According to 
the common acceptation of the word, it intends au art- 
Jul treacherous intent to miſlead and inſnare. And are 
you ſure, the author of that pamphlet ated from ſuch 
diabolical motives ? Do you know him to be a ly, in- 
ſinuating deceiver ? Are you ſo well acquainted with 
his character, as to pronounce this a true deſcription of 
him? If not, you ought to bluſh at the liberty you 
have taken; and beg pardon of him and the world, for 
the temper you have diſcovered. 

The book, Doctor, which you oppoſe, made its ap- 
pearance With a becoming modeſty. It caſt no illiberal 
reflexions : it aſſumed no attroniive title. It diſdained 
thoſe unworthy arts to which error is neceſſitated to 
recar, And truſted to its own intrinfic merit for its 
ſupport. Thus inoffeaſive, it preſumed upon good 
treatment, But falling into ungenerons hands, it was 
firſt ſtigmatized with an opprobrious epithet, and after- 
wards held up to public view, as a weak, but dange- 
rous attempt upon the morals of ſociety! 

But weak as you may eſteem that performance, it is 
not without its admirers: and baſe as you may think 
its author, the world regards him as a perſon of Jearo- 
ing add integrity, He underrook that work with no 
inſidious” view. He wiſhed to honour his God and 
Saviour; and to exhibit ſuch a ſcheme of religion as 
ſhonld oot affront the ſober underſtanding of mankind, 
Theſeꝰ know to be his motives, and you know nothing 
to the contrary. I muſt therefore think you have 
ated a very unorighteous part, and ſuch as you will 
eondemn, in an hour of ſober reflexion, But, 
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But, that you may feel, more ſenſibly, the indelicacy 
of your conduct, let me bring the matter home to your 
ſelf, What ſhould you think, was I co take the ſame 
liberty wich your publications, as you have done with 
this © inſidious” pamphlet. Was I to pretend the 
Hiſtory of your father was artfully deſigned to burleſque 
his memory; Or that your Sacred Miniſter was intended 
to injure the Muſe and Language of this country, ſhould 
you not think it very uncivil uſage? You certainly would. 
And yet, Sir, it would not be the moſt unoatural thing, 
in the world, to fall into ſuch a miſtake. The candour 
therefore, which has been exerciſed towards you, ought 
to have inſpired you with the ſame principle. 

But to follow you into the porch and dome of that 
elegant ſtructure you have raiſed, I find the ſame marks 
of bad workmanſhip, as in the front. Or, to diſmiſs a 
figure I borrowed from you, I find the ſame evidences 
of an unchriſtian, illiberal ſpirit in the premonition and 
body of your pamphlet, as diſguſted me in the title page. 
You take all imaginable pains to render your opponents 
odious. You inſinuate, that they are wolves in ſhreps 
cloathing : and pretend, that the advocates for univerſal 
Salvation were the very dangerous perſons againſt 
whom our Lord exhorted his diſciples to beware. This, 
Doctor, is ungenercus to the laſt degree, And though 
it may paſs for argument with malicious bigets or weak 
enthuſiaſts, it will only injure your cauſe with perſons 
of real piety. 

Your ſtrictures upon the Title-page and Preface of 
that * inſidicus pamphlet, are of a piece with thoſe 1 
have juſt mentioned, They are as weak as they are 
uncandid. You attempt to roll upon the authors cited 
in favour of Univerſal Salvation, But, believe me, you 
never appeared to leſs advantage, Such contemptuous 

expreſſions 
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expreſſions as © pious, good White, precious good Weſley, 
good Dr. Hartley,” &c. are (as you introduce them) 
bighly abufrve, but are neither ingenious nor ſprightly. 
[| | Any perſon might ſay as much, who was diſpoſed to 
| trifle, and had rather front a man than convince him. 
As to your unkind attempt to confound the doctrines 
ſet forth in that pamphlet with the ſtrange aſſertions of 
a certain preacher, L think it deſerves the ſevereſt repri- 
mand, Ibis you imagined would be popular, and 
therefore, you condeſcended to ſuch a piece of art, But 
Sir, you know the ſentiments advanced by thai ſtranger 
are eſſentially different from thoſe you have undertaken of 
to refute, You know, a ſcheme that makes ad men 
happy at the day of judgment, cannot be confounded 
with one, which conſigus numbers of the human race to 
ages of ſuffering. Your reaſon is not ſo impaired by / 
years as to be incapable of ſeeing theſe things, 1 muft 
therefore conclude, that you have, in this inſtance, acted 
a peculiarly unkind part, and taken a method to injure 
7 a cauſe that vothing can juſtify, 

I likewiſe condemn the temper of miod which would 
confound an opporent, by giving his opinions an odtous 
name. White, and the other writers in favor of Univerſal 
Salvation, ſuppoſe the torments of Hell will be analogous 

| to the Divine Judgments in the preſent world : "That 
. is, will be of a di/ciplinary kind, and powerfully tend 
to make the ſabj:Ms of them * partaters of Gad holi- 
neſs.” A repreſentation of things ſo honourable to God, 
and ſo conſiſtent wich his parental character, the Doctor 
could not eaſily qiſprove. He therefore conjured up 
the frighiful image of purgatory, which ſaved him a 
valt expence of thought, aud ſerved inſtead of a thou- 
ſand arguments, . | 
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To point out all the inſtances of your difingenuity 
would be impoſſible. 1 muſt quote the greeter part of 
your bcok to give the world a juſt idea of your unfair- 
beſs. 1 ſhall therefore, hint at a few of your nconfi/- 
tencies, 2nd then leave you to your own reflexions. 
Io the 5th page of your extraordinary pamphlet, you 
object to the method taken by the Mell wiſher of Man- 
kind, to illuſtrate and vindicate his ſubject. You think, 
be ought to have defended his opinion by arguments of 
his own, and not amuſed the world with extracts from 
other writers. And the reaſon you give is this, becauſe 
* however pious apd learned thoſe writers night be, 
they were only weak, fallible mortals like their neigh- 
bours.” Who would have imagined, after this, ou would 
attack the © inſidious pamphlet, with apy other wea« 

s but your own, I ſuppoſed, when 1 came to this 
paſſage, I ſhould fee Doctor Mather io all his glory ! 
Nobly diſdaining all aſſiſt auce both ancient and modern, 
I portrayed you fighting alone for the common opi- 
nions, and reſolving to triumph by your own arm, of 
periſh in the attempt. But behold Auſtin on the one fide, 
and Grotius on the other. Behold a noble army of com- 
batauts, Beza, Ar nobius, Cornelius, the Jeſuite, Chry- 
foſtom, Ambreſe, Anſelm, Witſius, &c. &c. all engaged in 
your cauſe, and ſharipg with you the honour of an ima- 
ginary conqueſt * This, I confeſs, was quite unexpect- 
ed. E thought, it appeared ſo cowardly in your antago- 
niſt to avail himſelf of foreign affiſtance, that you would 
never have followed his example. 

Another inconſiſtency 1 will point out before 1 
quit the ſubjed; and that is your paſſing over in ſilence 
the argumeuts in favour of the endle/s happineſs of the 
righteous, independent of the words rendered in ove 


| bible, eternal and everlaſting. As you undeitook to 


anſwer an * inſidiaus pamphlet, you ought 10 have 
Liea 
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taken ſpecial notice of theſe, They are very fatal to 


| your fide of the queſtion. And many will deſert you 


unleſs they can be ſet afide. As you have therefore, 
omitted ſo favourable an opportunity, as your 22d page 
aftorded, I muſt ſuppoſe you thought them uoaoſwerable. 
But not to multiply words. If the moſt unkind te- 
flexions, fly inſinuatious and illiberal abuſe ought to con- 
Ggn any performance to oblivion, yours, Doctor, will 
be ſoon forgotten. You certainly have taken liberties 
that a fair diſputant would reject with.diſdain, No man 
who had a good cauſe to maintain, would condeſcend to 
ſuch arts, as you have employed to ſet off your perfor- 
mance. May I not then conclude you was not perfect. 
Iy ſatisfied with your own fie of the queſtion, or that 
you thought it incapable of a better defence? 
The man, who expects a ſeriouz-aoſwer, maſt treat 
his opponents with candour and politeneſs, Had you 
obſerved this rule, as God knows my heart, I would nor 
have written with this plainneſs, for any confi leration, 
And now, it any perſon will take up the matter with 
calmneſs, and argue like a ſcholar and a Chriſtian, he 
{hall be heard with candour, and treated with every 
mark of reſpect. The advocates for Univer/al Sal- 
ation wiſh for nothing more than a fair diſcuſſion of 
the ſubject. But all uncharitable re!lexioos and unpro- 
voked abuſe will, if they are worthy of notice, be chaſ- 
tired with due ſevericy, If not, they will be paſſed by 
with ſileot contempr, 
Ie is hard to withſtand the ſolicitations of thoſe we 
eſtzem, and much harder to expoſe out ſeſves to the in- 
dignation of thoſe we fear. Whether the Doctor's com- 
plaiſance or his fears dictated that illiberal reply, | will 


not take upon me to detetmine. He ſays he entered 


into the controverſy, at the requeſt of a number of © ſe- 
rious, virtuous, and godly pet ſons. I hope they de- 


ſerve chat character. I know nochimg to the contrary, 
Though 
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Though was 1 to follow the example ſet me, I ſhould 
pronounce them weak, ** znſidious ” bigots, or blind en- 
thuſiaſts, But I am happy to reflect. | have not yet loſt 
all charity for perſoos who diſſent from me in opinion. 

However, if I koow my own heart, 1 would not con- 
tradict my real ſentiments to purchaſe the approbation of 
the whole world. If 1 have any ambition, it is to be 
thought an hone/? man. And I will cheartully ſubmit 
to che inſults of ignorance, and the lowering indigna- 
tion of hypocriſy, if | can deſerye this character, 

To conclude, if you mean to appear apy more in pub- 
lic, and to contend for an eternity of tor ment, and a par- 
tial Salvation, you ought to obſerve the following di- 
rections. Firſt, prove that the happineſs of his creatures 
was not the deſign of God, in their creation. Secondly, 
that his beloved Son did not,ta/te death for every creature. 
Thirdly, that the term All. men, iu ſcripture language, 
intends only ſome (viz) /ome men, ſome women, ſame boys, 
fome ſervants, ſome Spaniards, © ſome Holla ndert. And 
for this, produce better authority than Beza, or Auſtin, 
Fourthly, prove that the word uſually applied to the 
puniſhment of wicked men ever intends a dict abſolute 
eternity, unleſs the ſubje& to which it is applied requires 
it from a neceſſity in its own nature. Till you have 
done this, yon in vain produce it jo ſupport of the 
yulgar opinion, And La/tly, prove that St. John was 
really miltakeo, when he imagined he heard “every 
creature in heaven, earth and under the earth“ ſhout- 
ing the divine praiſes, Do this, Sir, with candour, 
modeſty and plaioneſs, and you ſhall be heard with pro- 
found attention; and treated with every poſſible token 
of reſpect, by one who wiſhes wel! to you in common 
with mankind. 


Boſton, Nov, 14th. 1782. 
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